Serial No. 10/678,129 
REMARKS 

Claims 1-17 were pending in the present application. Claim 2 has been canceled herein. 
Thus claims 1, and 3-17 are now pending. The applicants respectfully request reconsideration 
and allowance of the present application in view of the above amendments and the following 
remarks. 

The applicants note with appreciation the acknowledgement of the claim for priority 
under section 1 19 and the notice that all certified copies of the priority documents have been 
received. 

The applicants acknowledge and appreciate receiving a copy of the forms PTO-1449 
submitted with the Information Disclosure Statements filed on October 6, 2003 and May 24, 
2005 on which the Examiner has initialed all listed items. 

The drawings are objected to under 37 C.F.R. 1.83(a). The Examiner indicates that the 
claimed features of the additional series regulator, the additional overcurrent detecting circuit, 
and the diode disposed near the first transistor should be shown. Applicants respectfully 
disagree and note that 37 C.F.R. 1.83(a) states, inter alia, that conventional features disclosed in 
the description and claims, where their detailed illustration is not essential for a proper 
understanding of the invention, should be illustrated in the drawing in the form of a graphical 
drawing symbol or a labeled representation (e.g., a labeled rectangular box). 

Applicants note that with regard to the claimed additional series regulator, and the 
claimed additional overcurrent detecting circuit, the features are shown in Figure 1. For example, 
in the case of the series regulator, the composition of the individual features are clearly 
illustrated in Figure 1, for example, as SE-reg control circuit 15 and transistor 7 as described on 
page 7, line 11 and 12 of applicants' specification. The overcurrent detecting circuit 12 is also 
clearly shown in Figure 1 and described, for example, on page 6, lines 12-15 of applicants' 
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specification. The use of addition circuits is clearly described on page 9, lines 4-15 of 
applicants' specification. Given the clear description in the specification regarding the inclusion 
of additional overcurrent detection circuits and corresponding series regulator circuits and given 
that the individual components of the series regulator circuit and the overcurrent detector circuit 
are already clearly illustrated in Figure 1, a detailed illustration of the inclusion of the additional 
features would not be necessary for a proper understanding of the invention in this regard. 
Accordingly applicants respectfully submit that no drawing amendments are necessary. 

Applicants note that the claimed overheat detecting circuit (8) is clearly labeled as a 
rectangular box and includes features whose detailed illustration is not essential for the proper 
understanding of the invention, e.g. the temperature sensing diode and constant current source. 
One of ordinary skill in the art, given the description on page 6, lines 9-12 of applicants' 
specification, would clearly understand the use of a temperature sensing diode and constant 
current source as claimed. 

Claims 1-5 and 12 stand rejected under 35 USC § 102(b) as being allegedly anticipated by 
Nishino et al., U.S. Patent No. 4,024,451 (hereinafter "Nishino"). The rejection is respectfully 
traversed. 

In making the rejection the Examiner, as best understood, appears to have characterized 
the AC-DC inverter 6 shown in Figure 8c of Nishino as amounting to the claimed first transistor, 
smoothing circuit and first control circuit for controlling switching operation of the first 
transistor. Applicants emphatically note that since the first transistor, smoothing circuit, and first 
control circuit are recited separately from the series regulators, which the Examiner alleges 
corresponds to regulator 3 of Nishino, and since the only transistors shown in Figure 8c are 
associated with regulator 3, Nishino necessarily fails to disclose the claimed first transistor, 
smoothing circuit, and first control circuit. 
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Accordingly, for at least the reasons set forth hereinabove, a prima facie case of 
anticipation has not properly been established in that the applied reference fails to disclose all the 
claimed features as required. It is respectfully requested that the rejection of independent claim 1 
be reconsidered and withdrawn. 

Claims 3-5 and 12, by virtue of depending from independent claim 1, are allowable for at 
least the reasons set forth hereinabove. It is respectfully requested therefore that the rejection of 
claims 3-5 and 12 be reconsidered and withdrawn. 

Claims 6 and 13-17 stand rejected under 35 USC §103(a) as being allegedly unpatentable 
over Nishino in view of Lee et al., U.S. Patent No. 5,808,453 (hereinafter "Lee"). The rejection 
is respectfully traversed. 

For at least the reasons set forth hereinabove with regard to claim 1, a prima facie case of 
obviousness has not properly been established in that the applied art combination fails to teach or 
suggest all the claimed features as required. Further, no evidence has been provided of a 
suggestion or motivation contained in the references to guide one of ordinary skill in the art to 
make the combination. 

Claims 6 and 13-17, by virtue of depending from independent claim 1, are allowable for 
at least the reasons set forth hereinabove. It is respectfully requested therefore that the rejection 
of claims 6 and 13-17 be reconsidered and withdrawn. 

Claims 7-11 stand rejected under 35 USC § 103(a) as being allegedly unpatentable over 
Nishino in view of Baba et al., U.S. Patent No. 5,886,957 (hereinafter "Baba"). The rejection is 
respectfully traversed. 

For at least the reasons set forth hereinabove with regard to claim 1, a prima facie case of 
obviousness has not properly been established in that the applied art combination fails to teach or 
suggest all the claimed features as required. Further, no evidence has been provided of a 
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suggestion or motivation contained in the references to guide one of ordinary skill in the art to 
make the combination. 

Claims 7-1 1, by virtue of depending from independent claim 1, are allowable for at least 
the reasons set forth hereinabove. It is respectfully requested therefore that the rejection of 
claims 7-1 1 be reconsidered and withdrawn. 

In view of the foregoing, the applicants respectfully submit that the present application is 
in condition for allowance. A timely notice to that effect is respectfully requested. If questions 
relating to patentability remain, the examiner is invited to contact the undersigned by telephone. 

Please charge any unforeseen fees that may be due to Deposit Account No. 50-1 147. 




Robert L Scott, II 
Reg. No. 43,102 

Posz Law Group, PLC 

12040 South Lakes Drive, Suite 101 

Reston, VA 20191 

Phone 703-707-9110 

Fax 703-707-91 12 

Customer No. 23400 
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